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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is response t Applicants' AMENDMENT filed on 02/22/2007. 

Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 

2. The request filed on 02/22/2007 for a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 
under 37 CFR 1.1 14 based on parent Application No. 09/757,435 is acceptable and a 
RCE has been established. An action on the RCE follows. 

3. Claims 1-52 have been cancelled. 

4. Claims 53-96 are pending in this Application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 53 and 91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The limitations "a content analysis of a 
selected page based on the number of uses" in claim 53 and "an anchor text content 
score" and "a page weighting factor" both in claim 91 do not support in the description of 
the applications 1 specification. Applicant is advised to amend the claim to clarify it and 
for their intended use in order to one of ordinary skill in the art to make use the invention 
as claimed. Applicant is reminded that no new subject matter should be added. 
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7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 53 and 91 are recited the limitation "the relevancy of page", "the 
relevancy or words" in lines 1 and 4 of claim 53 and "the relevancy of pages" in line 1 
and "a collection of pages" and "hypertext linking page" in line 3 of claim 91 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

9. Claims 53 and 91 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Because "the pages" in line 4 of claim 53 is not 
clearly meaning. It is for relevancy of pages, collection of pages or linking hypertext 
pages, as well as the "that pages" and "that linking page" in line 16 of claim 91 . 
Applicant is advised to amend the claim to clarify it and for their intended use in order to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to make use the invention as claimed. Applicant is 
reminded that no new subject matter should be added. 

Claim Objections 

10. Claims 53 and 91 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
The "linking page" in lines 10, 12-13 of claim 53 should replace with "linking 

hypertext pages" (see preamble). 

"the anchor text score in line 1 5 of claim 91 should replace with "the anchor text 
content score". 

"linking page" in line 15, 16 of claim 91 should replace with "hypertext linking 
page" (see preamble). 
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Appropriate corrections are required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

13. Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pub. 
No.: US 20040030688 A1 of Aridor et al. (hereinafter Aridor) in view of Patent No.: US 
6,871,202 B1 issued to Broder. 

With respect to claim 53, Aridor teaches a computer-implemented method of 
ranking the relevancy of pages in a collection of pages including linking hypertext pages 
(ranking a plurality of web pages in a collection of linked pages: sections 0018-0019 and 
0024), comprising: 
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crawling the World Wide Web to produce a collection of pages (searching a 
corpus of document to produce and identify a set of reference documents fig.1 abstract 
and sections 0017, 0074 and 0078); 

ranking the relevancy of words on the pages to produce a database indexed by 
words, the database searchable to produce ranked search results in response to a 
search query (applying ranking algorithm on a collection of web pages to produce 
ranked result of a set of web pages or documents based on the particular query and to 
the domain of interest: section 0024): 

the ranking performed by determining an intrinsic ranking factor for a selected 
page, by a content analysis of a selected page based on the number of uses of at least 
one selected word of text on the selected page (); and 

ranking the relevancy of the selected page for the at least one selected word by 
combining the intrinisic and extrinsic ranking factors related thereto (ranking the 
document from a collection of web pages or document and showing the relevancy and 
the relationship of the content of page or documents: sections 0024, 0033 and 0052). 

Aridor teaches searching the web pages from a collection or list of web page and 
ranking the web pages and producing ranked search results based on the query. Aridor 
does not clearly teach determining an intrinsic ranking factor for a selected page by a 
content analysis of the selected page based on the number of uses of at least one 
selected word on the selected page and determining an extrinsic ranking factor for the 
selected page, for each linking page in the collection of pages containing an outbound 
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link to the selected page, use by a content analysis of each linking page based on the 
number of uses of the at least one selected word on the linking page. 

However, Broder teaches ranking factor and determining the relevance from the 
content of a document and determining the relationship between the documents (col. 2, 
lines 52-65, col. 4, lines 36-42, col. 5, lines 12-20 and col. 7, lines 30-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor with the teachings 
of Broder. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of combining the ranking factors for selected page as determining the relevance the 
content and the relationship of the document as disclosed (Broder' s col. 2, lines 52-65 
and col. 4, lines 36-42), into the system of Aridor for the purpose of identifying related 
pages in a hyperlinked database environment such as the World Wide Web, thereby, 
enabling the use to retrieve only the most relevant resources to the query (Broder' s col. 
1, lines 10-45). 

14. Claims 54-59, 74-75, 80-81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pub. No.: US 20040030688 A1 of Aridor et al. (hereinafter Aridor) in 
view of Patent No.: US 6,871 ,202 B1 issued to Broder and further in view of Patent No.: 
US 6,285,999 B1 issued to Page. 

With respect to claims 54-59, Aridor in view of Broder discloses a method of 
ranking the relevancy of pages in a collection of pages including linking hypertext pages 
as discussed in claim 53. Also, Brother teaches relevance of the content as intrinsic 
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ranking factor and relationship between documents as extrinsic ranking factor (col. 2, 
lines 52-65 and col. 4, lines 36-42). 

Aridor and Broder disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Aridor and Broder do not teach weighting factor related to the linking page. 

However, Page teaches weighting factor for linking pages (col. 3, lines 55-67, 
col. 4, lines 12-38, col. 7, lines 2-22 and lines 28-36; also see col. 9, lines 2-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor in view of Broder 
with the teachings of Page by incorporating the use of weighting factor to the linking 
pages. The motivation being to assign ranks to nodes in a linked database, and being 
useful for estimating the amount of attention any receives on the web, thereby, being 
easy for viewing the document based on the link pointing to the document (Page's col. 
7, lines 55-64). 

With respect to claims 74-75, Aridor teaches a method as discussed in claim 53. 

Aridor teaches searching the web pages from a collection or list of web page 
and ranking the web pages and producing ranked search results based on the query. 
Aridor does not clearly teach determining an intrinsic ranking factor for a selected page 
for use of a plurality of selected words on the selected page; and adjust the intrinsic 
ranking factor for a proximity between at least two of the plurality of selected words on 
the selected page and adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor for a word order between at 
least two of the plurality of selected words on the selected page. 
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However, Broder teaches ranking factor and determining the relevance from the 
content of a document and determining the relationship between the documents (col. 2, 
lines 52-65, col. 4, lines 36-42, col. 5, lines 12-20 and col. 7, lines 30-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor with the teachings 
of Broder. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of combining the ranking factors for selected page as determining the relevance the 
content and the relationship of the document as disclosed (Broder's col. 2, lines 52-65 
and col. 4, lines 36-42), into the system of Aridor for the purpose of identifying related 
pages in a hyperlinked database environment such as the World Wide Web, thereby, 
enabling the use to retrieve only the most relevant resources to the query (Broder's col. 
1, lines 10-45). 

With respect to claims 80-81 , Aridor teaches a method as discussed in claim 53. 

Aridor teaches searching the web pages from a collection or list of web page and 
ranking the web pages and producing ranked search results based on the query. Aridor 
does not clearly teach determining an extrinsic ranking factor for a selected page for 
use of a plurality of selected words on the linking page and adjusting the extrinsic 
ranking factor for a word order between at least two of the plurality of selected words on 
the linking page and determining an extrinsic ranking factor for a selected page for use 
of a plurality of selected word in the vicinity of the outbound link to the selected page on 
each linking page. 
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However, Broder teaches ranking factor and determining the relevance from the 
content of a document and determining the relationship between the documents (col. 2, 
lines 52-65, col. 4, lines 36-42, col. 5, lines 12-20 and col. 7, lines 30-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor with the teachings 
of Broder. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of combining the ranking factors for selected page as determining the relevance the 
content and the relationship of the document as disclosed (Broder's col. 2, lines 52-65 
and col. 4, lines 36-42), into the system of Aridor for the purpose of identifying related 
pages in a hyperlinked database environment such as the World Wide Web, thereby, 
enabling the use to retrieve only the most relevant resources to the query (Broder's col. 
1, lines 10-45). 

15. Claims 60-73, 76-79, 82-90 and 91-96 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Pub. No.: US 20040030688 A1 of Aridor et al. (hereinafter 
Aridor) in view of Patent No.: US 6,871 ,202 B1 issued to Broder and further in view of 
Patent No.: US 6,285,999 B1 issued to Page and Patent No.: US 6,546,388 B1 issued 
to Edlund et al. (hereinafter Edlund). 

With respect to claims 60-61 , Aridor in view of Broder and Page discloses a 
method of ranking the relevancy of pages in a collection of pages including linking 
hypertext pages as discussed in claim 53. Also, Brother teaches relevance of the 
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content as intrinsic ranking factor and relationship between documents as extrinsic 
ranking factor (col. 2, lines 52-65 and col. 4, lines 36-42). 

Aridor, Broder and Page disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Aridor, Broder and Page do not teach outbound link to the selected page on each 
linking page. 

However, Edlund teaches range or limit of a word on the page (col. 2, lines 10- 

26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor in view of Broder 
and Page with the teachings of Edlund by incorporating the use of outbound link to the 
page on each linking page. The motivation being to bring the most popular resources for 
a particular query to the top of the list of the result page, thereby, bringing a higher 
ranking (Edlund's col. 2, lines 60-67 and col. 3, lines 10-15). 

With respect to claims 62-65, Aridor in view of Broder and Page discloses a 
method of ranking the relevancy of pages in a collection of pages including linking 
hypertext pages as discussed in claim 53. Also, Brother teaches relevance of the 
content as intrinsic ranking factor and relationship between documents as extrinsic 
ranking factor (col. 2, lines 52-65 and col. 4, lines 36-42). 

Aridor, Broder and Page disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Aridor, Broder and Page do not teach wherein the at least one selected word is 
related to a query; selected pages for each of a plurality of selected words; forming one 
or more databases including data related to the rankings of each of the selected pages 
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on which each of the selected words is used; and responding to a query with a result set 
of pages, each page in the result set ranked in accordance with the rankings of that 
page for one or more of the plurality of selected words related to the query; indexing at 
least one of said one or more databases in accordance with the plurality of selected 
words; determining the content of each selected page, extracting outbound link from 
each selected page and deriving the page weighting factor for each selected page (col. 
6, lines 50-67 and col. 7, lines 1-38; also see col. 7, lines 60-67 and col. 8, lines 1-8). 

However, Edlund teaches selected word/page related to a query, indexing (col. 3, 
lines 22-50, col. 3, lines 65-67 and col. 14, lines 1-10 col. 19, lines 15-30 and col. 20, 
lines 5-25. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor in view of Broder 
and Page with the teachings of Edlund by incorporating the use of outbound link to the 
page on each linking page. The motivation being to bring the most popular resources for 
a particular query to the top of the list of the result page, thereby, bringing a higher 
ranking (Edlund's col. 2, lines 60-67 and col. 3, lines 10-15). 

With respect to claim 66, Aridor in view of Broder teaches a computer- 
implemented method of ranking the relevancy of pages as discussed in claim 53. 

Aridor teaches searching the web pages from a collection or list of web page 
and ranking the web pages and producing ranked search results based on the query. 
Broder teaches ranking factor and determining the relevance from the content of a 
document and determining the relationship between the documents. Arider and Broder 
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do not clearly teaches using a reservoir of bi-directional links to and from each of the 
selected pages in order to be able to determine the page weighting factor related for 
each selected page in accordance with a probability of a user viewing that selected 
page as a result of viewing pages in a random fashion in the collection. 

However, Page teaches probability factor and viewing the document (col. 5, lines 
8-67 and col. 6, lines 1-60 and col. 3, lines 8-30, col. 7, lines 55-64). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor in view of Brother 
with teaching of Page. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated 
to utilize the use of combining the ranking factors as disclosed (Page's col. 8, lines 42- 
48), into the system of Aridor and Broder for the purpose of being useful for estimating 
the amount of attention any receives on the web, thereby, being easy for viewing the 
document based on the link pointing to the document (Page's col. 7, lines 55-64). 

With respect to claims 67-73, Aridor in view of Broder and Page discloses a 
method of ranking the relevancy of pages in a collection of pages including linking 
hypertext pages as discussed in claim 53. Also, Brother teaches relevance of the 
content as intrinsic ranking factor and relationship between documents as extrinsic 
ranking factor (col. 2, lines 52-65 and col. 4, lines 36-42). 

Aridor, Broder and Page disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Aridor, Broder and Page do not teach determining a frequency of the use of the 
at least one selected word on the selected page; determining a location of the at least 
one selected word on the selected page; determining use of the at least one selected 
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word on the selected page, compared to use of other words on the selected page; 
determining location of the at least one selected word on the selected page; 
determining a manner of usage of the at least one selected word on the selected page 
compared to other words on the selected page; determining a manner of usage the at 
least one selected word on the selected page compared to other words on the selected 
page and determining a size of a paragraph in which the at least one selected word is 
used in the linking page. 

However, Edlund teaches selected word/page related to a query, indexing (col. 3, 
lines 22-50, col. 3, lines 65-67 and col. 14, lines 1-10 col. 19, lines 15-30 and col. 20, 
lines 5-25); location of the word (col. 1, lines 62-65 and col. 2, lines 10-26) and 
comparing the words (col. 11, lines 42-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor in view of Broder 
and Page with the teachings of Edlund by incorporating the use of outbound link to the 
page on each linking page. The motivation being to bring the most popular resources for 
a particular query to the top of the list of the result page, thereby, bringing a higher 
ranking (Edlund's col. 2, lines 60-67 and col. 3, lines 10-15). 

With respect to claims 76-79, Aridor in view of Broder and Page discloses a 
method of ranking the relevancy of pages in a collection of pages including linking 
hypertext pages as discussed in claim 53. Also, Brother teaches relevance of the 
content as intrinsic ranking factor and relationship between documents as extrinsic 
ranking factor (col. 2, lines 52-65 and col. 4, lines 36-42). 
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Aridor, Broder and Page disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Aridor, Broder and Page do not teach determining an extrinsic ranking factor for 
a selected page for use of a plurality of selected word in the vicinity of the outbound link 
to the selected page on each linking page; determining an extrinsic ranking factor for a 
selected page for use of a plurality of selected words on the selected page and 
adjusting the extrinsic ranking factor for a proximity between at least two of the plurality 
of selected words on the linking page; and adjusting the extrinsic ranking factor for a 
word order between at least two of the plurality of selected words on the linking page. 

However, Edlund teaches selected word/page related to a query, indexing (col. 3, 
lines 22-50, col. 3, lines 65-67 and col. 14, lines 1-10 col. 19, lines 15-30 and col. 20, 
lines 5-25); location of the word (col. 1, lines 62-65 and col. 2, lines 10-26) and 
comparing the words (col. 1 1 , lines 42-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor in view of Broder 
and Page with the teachings of Edlund by incorporating the use of outbound link to the 
page on each linking page. The motivation being to bring the most popular resources for 
a particular query to the top of the list of the result page, thereby, bringing a higher 
ranking (Edlund's col. 2, lines 60-67 and col. 3, lines 10-15). 

With respect to claims 82-90, Aridor in view of Broder and Page discloses a 
method of ranking the relevancy of pages in a collection of pages including linking 
hypertext pages as discussed in claim 53. Also, Brother teaches relevance of the 
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content as intrinsic ranking factor and relationship between documents as extrinsic 
ranking factor (col. 2, lines 52-65 and col. 4, lines 36-42). 

Aridor, Broder and Page disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Aridor, Broder and Page do not teach ranking the relevancy of the selected page 
for a plurality of selected words and adjusting the ranking in accordance with proximity 
between at least two of the plurality of selected words; adjusting the ranking in 
accordance with proximity between at least two of the plurality of selected words; 
ranking the relevancy of the selected page for a plurality of selected words and 
adjusting the ranking in accordance with proximity between at least two of the plurality 
of selected words; determining a frequency of the use of a plurality of selected words on 
the selected page and adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor in accordance with proximity 
between at least two of the plurality of selected words; determining a frequency of the 
use of a plurality of selected words on the selected page and adjusting the intrinsic 
ranking factor in accordance with proximity between at least two of the plurality of 
selected words; determining a frequency of the use of a plurality of selected words on 
the selected page and adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor in accordance with proximity 
between at least two of the plurality of selected words; determining a location of the use 
of a plurality of selected words on the selected page; determining the use of a plurality 
of selected words on the selected page, compared to use of other word on the selected 
page and adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor in accordance with proximity between at 
least two of the plurality of selected words; and determining the use of a plurality of 
selected words on the selected page, compared to use of other word on the selected 
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page and adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor in accordance with proximity between at 
least two of the plurality of selected words. 

However, Edlund teaches selected word/page related to a query, indexing (col. 3, 
lines 22-50, col. 3, lines 65-67 and col. 14, lines 1-10 col. 19, lines 15-30 and col. 20, 
lines 5-25); location of the word (col. 1, lines 62-65 and col. 2, lines 10-26) and 
comparing the words (col. 1 1 , lines 42-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor in view of Broder 
and Page with the teachings of Edlund by incorporating the use of outbound link to the 
page on each linking page. The motivation being to bring the most popular resources for 
a particular query to the top of the list of the result page, thereby, bringing a higher 
ranking (Edlund's col. 2, lines 60-67 and col. 3, lines 10-15). 

With respect to claim 91, Aridor teaches a computer-implemented method of 
ranking the relevancy of pages in a collection of pages including hypertext-linking pages 
(ranking a plurality of web pages in a collection of linked pages: sections 0018-0019 and 
0024), comprising: 

for each page of a collection of pages including hypertext linking pages 
(collection of linked pages: section 0024); 

a content score for the use of each one of a plurality of selected words on said 
each page (scoring for each document or page: sections 0066 and 0096); 

an anchor text content score for each plurality of selected words, related to the 
use of one or more of the plurality of selected words in associated (anchor text 
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associated on page with the link to the query term or selected words: sections 0096 and 
0110-0112); 

for each of the plurality of selected words, ranking a relevancy of each page in 
accordance with the content score for that page adjusted in accordance (ranking for 
each page associated on score: sections 0096, 0101 and 01 13); 

the anchor text score for each linking page (anchor text to the link page: sections 
0096 and 0110-0112); and 

building a searchable database indexed in accordance with the selected words 
for producing a ranked search results in response to a search query (building or obtain 
the search result based on the query: sections 0015 and 0020-0021). 

Aridor teaches searching the web pages from a collection or list of web page and 
ranking the web pages and producing ranked search results based on the query. Aridor 
does not clearly teach ranking factor for each linking page in the collection of pages. 

However, Broder teaches ranking factor and determining the relevance from the 
content of a document and determining the relationship between the documents (col. 2, 
lines 52-65, col. 4, lines 36-42, col. 5, lines 12-20 and col. 7, lines 30-35). 

Therefore, in the combination of Aridor and Broder do not clearly teach weighting 
factor related to the linking page. 

However, Page teaches weighting factor for linking pages (col. 3, lines 55-67, 
col. 4, lines 12-38, col. 7, lines 2-22 and lines 28-36; also see col. 9, lines 2-65). 

Therefore, the combination of Aridor, Broder and Page do not clearly teach 
outbound link, selected page/word. 
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However, Edlund teaches range or limit of a word on the page (col. 2, lines 10- 

26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor in view of Broder 
and Page with the teachings of Edlund by incorporating the use of outbound link to the 
page on each linking page. The motivation being to bring the most popular resources for 
a particular query to the top of the list of the result page, thereby, bringing a higher 
ranking (Edlund's col. 2, lines 60-67 and col. 3, lines 10-15). 

With respect to claim 92, Aridor teaches a method of ranking the relevancy of 
pages in collections of pages as discussed in claim 91 . 

Aridor teaches searching the web pages from a collection or list of web page and 
ranking the web pages and producing ranked search results based on the query. Aridor 
does not clearly teach ranking factor for each linking page in the collection of pages. 
Broder teaches ranking factor and determining the relevance from the content of a 
document and determining the relationship between the documents. Page teaches 
weighting factor for linking pages. In combination, Aridor, Broder and Page do not 
clearly teach outbound link, selected page/word. 

However, Edlund teaches range or limit of a word on the page (col. 2, lines 10- 

26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Aridor in view of Broder 
and Page with the teachings of Edlund by incorporating the use of outbound link to the 
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page on each linking page. The motivation being to bring the most popular resources for 
a particular query to the top of the list of the result page, thereby, bringing a higher 
ranking (Edlund's col. 2, lines 60-67 and col. 3, lines 10-15). 

With respect to claim 93, Aridor teaches forming one or more databases of the 
relevance rankings for the use of each of the plurality of selected words on each of the 
pages of the collection and searching the one or more databases to respond to a query 
with a result set of pages ranked for use of one or more the selected words (collection 
of web pages and searching the pages: sections 0011-0012, 0035 and 0098). 

With respect to claim 94, Aridor teaches forming one or more databases of the 
relevance rankings for the use of each of the plurality of selected words on each of the 
pages of the collection and searching the one or more databases to respond to a query 
with a result set of pages ranked for use of one or more the selected words (collection 
of web pages and searching the pages: sections 001 1-0012, 0035 and 0098). 

With respect to claim 95, Aridor teaches adjusting the ranking in accordance with 
a proximity between the at least two of the plurality of words (ranking in proximity: 
sections 0033 and 0088). 

With respect to claim 96, Aridor teaches adjusting the ranking in accordance with 
a word order between the at least two of the plurality of words (ranking based on the 
order of scores of the words: section 0098). 
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